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COUPLED AMPLIFIER MODULE FEED NETWORKS
FOR PHASED ARRAY ANTENNAS

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF RESULTS

The high cost of phased-array antennas prevents their use in many applications where electronic
scanning could provide large performance improvements relative to mechanically scanned antennas.
One reason for the high cost of conventional phdsed-arrays is their parallel construction: each radiating
element has its own phase control. Previous approaches to reducing system cost by even modest reduc-
tions in the number of phase-shifters result in objectionable increases in sidelobe levels [1]. Although
the feed networks discussed in this report allow for greatly reduced numbers of phase-shifters, there are
other components that must be added. Thus the cost-effectiveness of the new approach is an issue for
further study.

Figure 1 depicts a linear array corporate feed, illustrating the one phase-shifter/element require-
ment that characterizes conventional design [2]. Figure 2 shows the functionally equivalent coupled
amplifier module (CAM) feed. Phase control is provided only at the edges of the CAM feed, and
requires just one phase shifter. As shown in Fig. 3, each module in the CAM feed consists of a hard-
limited amplifier whose input is the sum of sampled outputs from the two adjacent modules.

‘ RADIATING
ELEMENTS

Fig. 1 — Four-element linear array employing conventional ) 2 3
hybrid junction corporate feed (3 phase-shifters) r ¢ ] I ¢ I I ¢ I

PHASE SHIFTERS -

;_} | ’ + v "!‘ . HYBRID JUNCTION

CORPORATE FEED

T

RADIATING § 7 ;;
ELEMENTS '

NONRADIATING , .
TERMINATIONS Xy X2 CoX3 X4 Xs _
AMPLIFIER/ f 1 fe f3 ] e fs fe
leursg . . . . . |
MODULES ,
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SHIFTER 69
HYBRID f

JUNCTION

Fig. 2 — Four-element linear array employing coupled amplifier module feed
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Fig. 3 — Amplifier/limiter module for
coupled amplifier module feed

Since the outputs of the amplifier/limiter modules are all of unit amplitude, all information is

contained in their phases, 8,(r), where n is the module index and 7 is the time. It is shown that the
dynamics of the CAM network are governed by a simple diffusion equation on the phases 6, ().

The main body of this report is devoted to developing solutions to the phase diffusion equation.

Consideration is given to:

steady-state phase distributions for fabricationally perfect modules, i.e., modules for which the
power dividers effect exactly equal two-way power division;

the complete transient phase distribution for perfect modules; and

steady-state phase distributions for fabricationally imperfect modules, including those for which
the imperfection can only be characterized statistically.

The phase diffusion equation can be solved exactly when the modules are fabricationally perfect,

with the following results.

While the CAM network establishes a linear phase progression in the steady state, the phase
difference between the outputs of adjacent modules is limited to the interval [0°, 90°). If the
phase gradient were ever to reach 90° per module, the signals summed at the input to the hard-
limited amplifier would be 180° out of phase and therefore would add to zero. Since it is thus
impossible to develop phase gradients greater than +90° per module, two modules/element are
required to achieve full hemispheric scanning capability (cf. Fig. 2). (Only one module per ele-
ment may be required for limited scan applications, however.) ‘

The exact transient response takes the form of a modal expansion in which each of the spatial
modes has a characteristic decay time. Since the transient response is dominated by the spatial
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mode having the slowest decay time, a simple and highly accurate one-mode-approximation
results.

® The settling time of the CAM network increases as the square of the number of modules. Thus,
satisfaction of bandwidth requirements may necessitate introducing additional "speed-up"” phase
shifters spaced at regular intervals along the feed network.

The analysis for fabricationally imperfect modules permits only approximate solutions for the
steady-state phase distributions. Defining the phase gradient error as the difference between the actual
phase gradient and the ideal constant gradient, an expression is developed for the phase gradient error
for arbitrarily nonuniform CAM structures. "Assuming that the nonuniformities from one module to
the next are independent, equal-variance random variables, an expression for the root-mean-square
(RMS) phase gradient error is then derived. It follows from this analysis that the RMS phase gradient
error increases as the square root of the number of modules in the CAM network; also, the error is
proportional to tan A¢, where A¢ is the nominal phase increment per module. An example is given
for a 9-module feed for which a 1% RMS error in the power splits gives rise to about a 1° RMS phase
gradient error, for an assumed nominal phase gradient of 45° per module.

Finally, it is shown that the CAM technique can be applied to 2-D antenna arrays. The CAM
feed network for a 2-D rectangular array of arbitrary size requires just three phase-shifters.

In most practical antennas the amplifier/limiter modules feeding the radiating elements would be
followed by power RF amplifiers. In receive mode, the coupled module structure would be used as a
local oscillator chain to convert the antenna outputs to intermediate frequency (IF).

MODEL FORMULATION

Figure 4 shows an idealized model for the individual amplifier/limiter modules. The principal
ideatization is in representing the hard limiter as a time-variable amplifier whose gain N, (r) automati-
cally adjusts itself to provide a unit amplitude output, i.e.,

x,(r) = exp jo,(7), ’ )
where n is the module index, and the normalized time 7 is defined as
r=(/T),

where T'is the delay time per module (cf. Fig. 4). The gain N, (7) is a function of time and is generally
different from one module to the next,

N,(z) # N,(z), n# m. 2)
We preserve sinusoidal waveforms by implicitly assuming that the hard limiter in Fig. 3 is followed by a
high-Q tuned circuit.

The gains B,_; and F,.; in Fig. 4 are determined from the power splits effected by the two power
dividers in Fig. 3 and are respectively referred to as the backward- and forward-coupling coefficients.
We generally design the power splitters to achieve the ideal, ‘

B,=F,. (3)
Departures from the ideal are unfortunately inevitable due to fabricational imperfections in the power
splitters.
From Figs. 2 and 4,
X, (r + 1) = N,(7)[B,x,11(7) + Fx,_(1)].
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Fig. 4 — Idealized model of amplifier/limiter
module depicted in Fig. 3

Thus, from Eq. (1),

Y LN ()[BT + Fe 1] @)
where n = 1, 2, ... (M — 1). Solution of Eq. (4) generally requires the specification of boundéry
phases at n = 0 and n = M, o ‘

0y(r) =0 : (5a)
01{,,=MA¢0—r'21r, <0

0™ =\of = MAG — s - 27, 730, (50)

and the initial phases )
| 0,(r)=6f , n=1,2 ..M 7<0. (6)

The terms r - 27 and s - 27 appearing in Eq. (5b), where r and s are integers, reflect the fact that the
phase difference (9,, — 6,) established by the phase-shifter (cf. Fig. 2) is physically determinate only to
within an integral multiple of 2. Also, we note that the number of modules in the feed network is
equal to (M — 1). (For example, M = 6 for the network depicted in Fig. 2.) '

For future use we define the quantity a,,(0) as the step chan>ge in boundary phasing imposed by
the phase-shifter at 7+ = 0,
aM(O) = mOdz,,.(O)C[ e 9/‘,1) = M(A¢ - A¢0) @)

The function mod,, () appearing in Eq. (7) expresses its argument in modulo — 2, i.e., as a number
between 0 and 2.
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THE PHASE DIFFUSION EQUATION
It is shown in Appendix A that Eq. (4) can be recast as
0.+ 1)= % {o,,H(T) +0, () — ¢, tan % 0,1 = 0,1, @®)

which we refer to as the phase diffusion equation. The parameter €, provides a measure of fabrica-
tional imperfection, being defined as

..Fn - Bn .
€, = 2 ‘;,"——:B—” . . 1 . | | (9)

Equation (8) is derived in Appendix A subject to the assumption that
T €ptan 110,000 = 0,4()] << L | )

Thus, Eq. (8) is only approximately correct when €, # 0; however, the simpler, less general equation
that results when €, = 0 is exactly equivalent to Eq. (4) when F, = B,.

EQUILIBRIUM PHASE DISTRIBUTIONS
Analysis
Equilibrium solutjons of Eq. (8) are obtained by recogn‘izing that

T—00
the final equality being a convenient notatidnal convention. With the additional definition
A0, =0,-0,,, ‘ (12)
it follows from Egs. (8) and (11) that in the infinite-time limit
AB,. = Af, + €, tan %(Ae,,+l + A9,). (13)
If we are to have a uniform phase gradient, '
A9, = AB,,, = constant, : (14)
it follows from Egs. (9) and (13) that we must have equal forward and backward coupling,
F,=B,, 15)
i.e., €, = 0. Feed networks for which Eq. (15) obtains are referred to as "fabricationally perfect." If F,
# B,, i.e., if €, # 0, for one or more values of n, the network is referred to as "fabricationally imper-
fect." '
From Eqgs. (5) and (12), v
n
Yy A6, = ©6,—0)=29, (16)
m=1

and

f A9, = (0)— 0)) = MA$ — 5 - 2m, an

m=1

lim 6,(r +1) = lim 6,(z) =9, an
T—+00 .

AITITCLYVIOND
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where s is an integer. The term s - 27 appearing in Eq. (17) reflects the fact that the phase difference
(857 — 8,) established by the phase shifter (cf. Fig. 2) is physically determinate only to within an
integer multiple of 2.

From Eq. (14),
Y A0, =nA0,, n=1,2, ..M | (18)

+ The equilibrium phase distribution for fabricationally perfect CAM networks follows from Egs.
(16), (17), and (18).
A9, () = Ad — (5 - 27/ M) :
8,() = nA8, () n=1,2 ..M | (9
where sis an integer.

‘To complete the specification of the physical problem, and to proVide necessary information for
calculating the indeterminate integer s appearing in Eq. (19), we must specify values for the initial
phase distribution, Eq. (6). Assuming that the network is mmally in an equﬂlbrlum State we may write

0,(r) =0 =nAdy, n=12 ...M <0 | (20)

For initial conditions and boundary conditions specified by Egs. (20) and (5), respectively, it has
been found by computer simulation that the only values of s ever to occur are s = 0 and s = 1.

Figure 5 shows the initial phase distribution, Eq. (20), and the two possible final phase distribu-
tions (Eq. (19) with s = 0 and s = 1). We now summarize some results from Appendix B addressing
the question of which of these two final phase distributions is ultimately established.

For positively coupled lattices, F > 0,

[0, 0 < ay(0) < Gr — 24¢)
s

, otherwise. 2D
For negatively coupled modules, F < 0,
‘ 0, 0 < ay(0) < GBr — 2A¢,)
5= 1, otherwise. (22)

We recall that the quantity a,,(0) appearing in Egs. (21) and (22) was defined in Eq. (7) as the step
change in boundary phasing imposed by the phase-shifter at time r = 0.

To summarize, the equilibrium phase distribution 8, (or A8,) is calculated subject to two assump-
tions:

® We assume that the network is initially in an equilibrium state characterized by the initial phase
gradient A9,(r) = Ady, 7 < 0.

® We assume that the setting of the phase control in Fig. 2 is changed by an amount
mod,, (0f; — 0},) = a,(0), having a value between 0 and 27.
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Fig. 5 — Phase distributions for an 8-module linear lattice (M = 9).
The initial phase distribution @/ has a phase gradient of A¢, per
module. The initial distribution evolves into one of two possible final
distributions, 0,{, referred to as the s = 0 and s = 1 equilibrium
phase distributions. The s = 0 distribution is established if 0 <
mod,, Of; — i) < (@ — 2A¢y).

The network will settle into a new equilibrium phase distribution that can be calculated as follows.
® The value of sis computed from Eq. (21) if F> 0 or from Eq. (22) if F < 0.

® The quantity A¢ is computed from the equation
Ad = A + la ) (0)/M]. (23)
Since a,,(0) is always positive by definition (cf. Eq. (7)), Eq. (23) ensures that A¢ > Ady,

always.

® The values for A¢ and s are substituted into Eq. (19) to obtain the new equilibrium phase distri-
bution.

Appendix B provides expanded discussion of the equilibrium phase distributions.

Phasing Limitations and an Alternative Module Structure

Inspection of Fig. 5 shows that development of the s = 0 phase distribution corresponds to the
evolution of a larger phase gradient than existed initially,

A9, > Adg, s=0. ' 4)
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It follows from Egs. (21) and (24) that

ay(0) < (7 — 2A¢y), (25
from which, together with Eqs. (19) and (7), we can show that
(A9, — Ady) < (7 — 2A¢y)/ M. (26)

Equation (26) indicates that the achievable increment in phase gradient becomes ever smaller as the
initial gradient approaches 90° per module. Thus, phase gradients |A8,| > 90° per module are unattain-
able with positively coupled lattices (F > 0). Similarly, we find that phase gradients 0 < |Af,| < 90° per
module are unattainable for CAM lattices with negative coupling (F < 0). Appendix B provides a
more detailed discussion of the phasing limitations.

One method of achieving full hemispheric scanning capability (up to +180° phase differential
between antenna elements) is to allocate two modules per radiating element (cf. Fig. 2). Alternatively,
only one module per antenna need be used if the module is designed as shown in Fig. 6. As compared
with the original Fig. 3 module, the Fig. 6 module incorporates a 180° 1-bit phase-shifter. The
modified CAM network is made to simulate the original network for small phase gradients, 0 < A¢ <
90° per module, by setting all 1-bit phase-shifters to their 0°-state. Scanning at large angles, requiring

90° < A8, < 180° per module, is achieved by setting all 1-bit phase-shifters to their 180°-state
" (corresponding to negative coupling, F < 0). Thus, utilizing the Fig. 6 module rather than the Fig. 3
module we may replace all nonradiating terminations in Fig. 2 with radiating elements and still retain
full hemispheric scan. Of course, the expense saved in halving the number of modules may be more
than completely offset by the increased cost per module. '

X
OUTPUT "
rF——— - — - — -
fn _l fas
POWER DIVIDER L +
' l
! |
¢ - SHIFTER |
| |
| ] |
! |
COUPLER | S |
HARD LIMITER | I |
|
AMPLIFIER | I
|
POWER COMBINER I |
l |
by | P | bpy
| | j T
| |
L . _ _ _ _ __41.

Fig. 6 — Amplifier/limiter module incorporating 1-bit 180° phase-shifter,
permitting full hemispheric scan with just one module per radiating ele-
ment .



NRL REPORT 8492
TRANSIENT PHASE DISTRIBUTION AND SETTLING TIME

We presently assume that the CAM lattice is fabricationally perfect, i.e., that Eq. (15) obtains for
all values of n. It follows from Egs. (8), (9), and (15) that

0. +1)= %[Onﬂ(r) 10, 0] @7)

Equation (27) is solved in Appendix C by the separation of va‘riables method. The exact solution is

sin (nkw/M)

0,(r) = 0,() + 2[A0,(0) — Ayl kg, - l)k[ sin (kw/M)

] [cos (km/M)]™*m, (28)

where [M/2] denotes the integer part of (M/2), quantity Ag,(c0) is the equilibrium phase distribution,

Eq. (19), and

1 e (n+ 7+ M) odd
='2—[1+(—)++M] [ (n + 7+ M) even. - (29)

The factor [A8,(c0) — Al appearing in Eq. (28) may be calculated from Egs. (19) and (23) as
(A0, (c0) — Adgl = [y (0) — s2wl/ M, 3o)
where a,,(0) is the step-change in edge phasmg, as defined by Eq. (7), and s is given by Eq. (21) if
F>0orEq 22)if F< 0.

Values of 9,(r) calculated from Eq. (28) have been compared with the results of iterative numer-
ical solutions of Eq. (4). The exact equality of @, values calculated by these two totally different
methods is taken as a validation of Eq. (28).

In the limit (k#/M) << 1, valid for small k, _

lcos (ka/M)Y = &%, | G1)

where the time constants 7, are given by
T —l- M/ k)2 (32)

It follows from Egs. (31) and (32) that the k 2 2 terms in Eq. (28) decay much more rapidly with time
than does the £k = 1 term. Thus, we expect the long-time behavior of the phase distribution to be
dominated by the kK = 1 term,

% (33)

8,(7) = 6,(c0) — 2[A8,,(0) — Aol [______Si“ (nw/M) ]e—<r+m/r

sin (w/M)

where u is again given by Eq. (29), and the settling time = is defined as

P 71 M2/5 ' (34)
A simple single-mode approximation also may be obtained for the phase gradient Ag,, Eq. (12),
A, (r) = A8, (s0) — 2[A0, (0) — Adgl cos [(n + u — Dar/ M. (35)

The single mode approximations, Eq. (33) and (35), are 'highly accurate for
T > T,

We have compared the approximate solution, Eq. (35), with the complete analytic solution
obtained from Eq. (28) and with iterative computer solutions of Eq. (4). The sample calculations
presented below assume that

A3T318CYTIONN
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(M, Ady, ap(0)) = (9, 60° 45°). (36)

That is, we assume an 8-module feed initially in an equilibrium state described by Eq. (20) with a uni-
form phase gradient of 60° per module. We further assume that the equilibrium prevailing for 7 < 0 is
disturbed at 7 = 0 by step-increasing the phase control in Fig. 2 by ao(0) = 45°. We find from Egs.
(21) and (23) that the network will eventually settle into a new equilibrium phase distribution given by
Eq. (19) with ‘

A8, (c0) = Agp = 65°. (37)

"For this calculation (and all other calculations) the numerical solution was in exact agreement
with Eq. (28). ’ '

Figure 7 shows the phése distribution as a function of module index n at two values of time
(r = 32 and 7 = 48), for the specified parameter values, Eq. (36). Approximation A8, is indistinguish-
able from the exact solution on the scale of Fig. 7.

660

Fig. 7 — Phase distribution for an 8-module feed at two

values of time (r = 32 and 7= 48). Assumed parameter

values were (M, Adg, ay(0)) = (9, 60° 459. In the 65°
infinite-time limit a uniform phase gradient is established,

Ag, () = A = 65°.

64°

Figure 8 depicts the transient development of A@,(z) obtained by the exact methods of solution.
Figure 9 shows the difference between the exact and approximate solutions for A8,{7) as a function of
time. We see from Fig. 9 that the error incurred in using Eq. (35), rather than the complete solution,
is less than 0.13° for r > 1, = 16.

MODULES WITH FABRICATIONAL IMPERFECTIONS

Approximate Formulation for the Equilibrium Phase Distribution

Up to this point in our analysis we assume that all components in the CAM network, Fig. 2, can
be fabricated to arbitrarily precise specifications. In particular, we assume that the power splitters have
been fabricated to achieve perfectly equal forward and backward coupling, Eq. (15). It is of some
interest to quantify how component imperfections degrade the phasing accuracy of the CAM network.

10
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A
A A61— AO1
1.0°—
AO‘ (r)
A¢ =65° /
. 0.5"{—
64°
63° 0.2°—
0.13°
62°
0.10°—
61°
0.05°}—
T
B¢, =60° ) S .
¢° 60 80
Ts
(v/7,) .
L [ | [ | | o o.02° 1 | -
0 ! 2 3 4 5 0 10 Y20 30
Fig. 8 — Transient development of A8;(r) for the same Fig. 9 — Values plotted are the difference
parameter values as Fig. 7. Values at + = 27, (point A) between the exact value of A8, (Fig. 8) and the
and r = 37 (point B) correspond to points A and B in Fig. approximate value A ‘obtained from Eq. (35).
7. Values given can be obtained from either of the two Error incurred in using Aé, is less than 0.13° for
exact methods of solution: the complete analytical solution, T> T, ne

Eq. (28), or by numerical solution of Eg. (4).

We presently relax Eq. (15) somewhat, assuming instead that
0< le,l << 1, (38)

for at least one value of n (cf. Eq. (9)). Our interest is in obtaining the solution of Eq. (13). We have
shown previously that when €, = 0, n = 1, 2, ... (M — 1), the equilibrium phase distribution is a
uniform phase gradient, as desired, . - S T

A09%(o0) = Adpg + [ap (0) — s - 27/ M, (39)
or, equivalently, ‘ ‘
AB(o0) = Ap — sQu/M). (40)

The superscript 0 on A8%(co) serves as a reminder that Egs. (39) and (40) are derived subject to the
assumption that €, = 0. We now define a new quantity A¢, that measures the degree to which the
actual phase gradient A8, departs from the ideal, i.e., :

Ad, = A8, () — A92(c0), (41)
with A92(c0) given by Eq. (39). '
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RICHARD A. STEINBERG

Appendix D shows that Eq. (13) has the approximate solution

1 M M M
Ap, = —M‘ZEGP—ZEI, tan A9(0), n=1,2, ... M. 42)
r=1 p=r

p=n

In the remainder of this section we assume that s = 0, allowing us to replace A02(6°) by A¢ in Eq.
(42).

Feeds with Identical Imperfect Modules .

If all the modules in the CAM network are identical, even though they are imperfect, we have

: , €, =€, : (43)
independent of the module index n. Subject to Eq. (43), Eq. (42) becomes (cf. Eq. (D26))
Ap,=eln— (M +1)/2ltanA¢, n=1,2, ... M, ' 44

h
where ¢ = 2(F — B)/(F + B).
In Fig. 10_ we present values predicted by a computer solution of Eq. (4), for the parameter values
' (e, Ad, M) = (1072, 65° 9). ﬁ (45)

We observe from Fig. 11 that Eq. (44) agrees faitly well with the numerical solution. In Appendix D
we calculate a second-order correction to Eq. (44) that results in an even closer fit to the numerical
solution. '

A 4y,

wl
pol

o—— 33
-20l

PR

4

Fig. 10 — Equilibrium phase error for an 8-module feed with identical
imperfect modules, obtained by numerical solution of Eq. (4). Parameter
values assumed are (e, A¢, M) = (0.01, 65°, 9).

12
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Fig. 11 — Difference between exact value of A¢,, as given in Fig. 10, and
value of A¢, obtained by two approximate formulations. The first-order
approximation Agbé” is given by Eq. (44); the second-order approximation
A¢ @ is given by Eq. (D41).

We note from Fig. 10 that the phase increment per module A8, varies from a minimum of

Ael = (A¢1 + A(b) = 60°,
to a maximum of

A0y = (Ady + Ad) = 70°,

‘across the network. Thus, a systematic imperfection of 1% in the power split ratio gives rise to a phase
inaccuracy of +5°. However, smaller phase errors are obtained for smaller phase gradients, A¢ < 65°,
due to the tan A¢ factor in Eq. (44).

Defining a mean-square phase error as
M
At = 27 T (86,0, (46)
n=1
it follows from Eq. (44) that (in radians)
12
Ad s = € tan Ad lll_zl M. 47)
For our previous example, Eq. (45), we calculate
Adps = 3.2° (48)

Random Imperfections

Rather than take €, as a known function of # (e.g., Eq. (43)) we now assume that the coupling
coefficients F, and B, are independent, identically distributed random variables. The quantities €, are
thus also independent and identically distributed,

o, p=k
E{Ellek} = 0 , D # k’ (49)
where E{-} is the statistical expectation operator.

13
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We show in Appendix E that the following approximate relationship obtains between the statistics
of € and those of F,

o, =2 x 1072 4, (50)
where A4 is the pércentage fabricational error,
A= IOO(O'F/;LF). (51)

The quantity o, in Eq. (50) is the standard deviation of €,; quantities oy and uy in Eq. (51) are the
standard deviation of F, and the mean value of F,, respectively.

The variance of the phase error is defined as

ol = E(A¢} — [E(Ag,)]% (52)
It is shown in Appendix D from Egs. (42), (49), and (52) that (in radians)
1/2
o, = o, tan A¢ [% MY2{1 + 12M72[n — (M + 1)/2]13V2, (53)

Equation (53) displays the expected symmetry about n = (M + 1)/2. The minimum value of o, is
obtained at the center of the array; from Eq. (53)

1/2 v
O min = Min o, = o, tan Ad)[%] M2, (54)
n
Equation (54) bears an interesting resemblance to Eq. (47); however, it should be remembered that
A s was defined on the basis of a spatial average, Eq. (46), while the valuesof o,, n =1, 2, ... M,

are established as ensemble coverages over the statistics of F,.

From Egs. (50), (51) and (53) we obtain (in degrees)

: 1/2 ,
o, =0234 4 tan A¢ M2 {1 + 12M 2 [n — (M + 1),/2]2} , n=12 ... M (55)
We find from Eq. (55) that the RMS phase error is minimum at the center of the array,
_ Tmin = 0.234 4 tan A¢p M2, degrees, (56)
and maximum at the edges of the array
O max == 2(1 = 0.75M Vo i (57)

We find from Egs. (56) and (57) that when
(4, M, A¢) = (1%, 9, 459,
the minimum and maximum RMS phase errors are
Omin =05 =0.70°

and
Omax = 01 = 09 = 1.29°

Thus, a 1% RMS error in the power splits gives rise to about a 1° RMS phase gradient error.

MODULES WITH SELF-COUPLING

Our analysis thus far assumes that the coupled module lattice comprises of amplifier/limiter
modules each configured as shown in Fig. 3. However, alternative module structures are conceivable,
such as that depicted in Fig. 12. Comparison of Fig. 12 with Fig. 3 shows that the only difference
between the two structures is the presence of a self-coupling path in Fig. 12.

14



NRL REPORT 8492

o
>

——— — — ———— - —

Fig. 12 — Amplifier/limiter module with self-coupling

A transient analysis of CAM lattices composed of self-coupled modules\ is given in Appendix F.
It turns out that the self-coupled module, Fig. 12, has less desirable performance characteristics than
the simpler module analyzed previously.
In brief, we find in Appendix F that (cf. Eq.> (F34))
[0, (r) — A8, ()]ae™™ s | (58)
for self-coupled modules, Fig. 12. The settling time T, in Eq. (58) is given by

’T:S'=TS 2

where 7, = MY5 is the settling time for modules without self-coupling, Eq. (34). Stable equilibrium
phase dlStl’lbuthl’lS exist only for 0 < A¢ < 7/2 when F > 0; stable distributions exist only for /2 <
A¢ < 7 when F < 0. It follows from Eq. (59) that

I, 2 (60)

always, i.e., modules without self-coupling settle faster than modules with self-coupling.

1+ L p sec Ad)], (59)

Figure 13 depicts the transient development of A8,(r) obtained by means of the theory developed
in Appendix F, for the same parameter values as Figs. 7 and 8. Comparison between Figs. 13 and 8
shows that the phase distribution for self-coupled modules evolves more slowly with time and is tem-
porally smoother than the phase distribution of modules that lack self-coupling.

According to Eq. (59),
e settling is faster for strong coupling (large F) than for weak coupling (small F). However, settling

time cannot be decreased indefinitely by increasing F, once Fcos A¢ >> 1 further increases in F
provide no further improvement. We find that

15



RICHARD A. STEINBERG

65°

Fig. 13 — Transient development of A8,(r) for a self-coupled CAM
lattice. - Assumed parameter values are (M, Adg, ap(0)) = (9, 60°,
45°), for all curves. Strong coupling, F = 10, results in faster settling
than unity coupling, F = 1. Solid curves obtained by numerical solu-
tion of Eq. (F1); dashed curves obtained by one-mode approxima-
tion, Eq. (F34). Solid and dashed curves for F = 10 are too close to
distinguish on this plot.

a8, (r)

640 |—

] 1
o] 100 200

lim T,=r, o (61)

F—oo

i.e., we can do no better than the settling time obtainable by eliminating the self-coupling. Also,
@ settling time becomes progressively longer, approaching infinity, as A¢ approaches 90°.

The longer settling time, Eq. (60), and the dependence of settling time on phasing, Eq. (59), are
undesirable attributes that lead us to favor modules without self-coupling over modules with self-
coupling. ‘

TWO-DIMENSIONAL ARRAYS

We now brieﬂy discuss how our results for 1-D CAM lattices can be extended to 2-D structures,
appropriate as feeds for 2-D phased arrays.

“ We adopt an abbreviated convention for depicting CAM lattices, as illustrated in Fig. 14 for the
previously analyzed 1-D structure. The empty circles in Fig. 14 denote amplifier/limiter modules ter-
minated by antennas; filled circles denote modules with nonradiating terminations. Thus, Fig. 14 is

equivalent to Fig. 2.

exp jO exp j3A¢

Fig. 14 — One-dimensional CAM lattice. Empty circles denote
amplifier/limiter modules terminated by an antenna; filled circles denote

modules with nonradiating terminations. This figure is equivalent to Fig.
2.

16
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Figure 15 is a 2-D generalization of Fig. 14. Based on results already given, it is easily shown that

the equilibrium phase distribution of the Fig. 15 lattice is the desired 2-D linear phase gradient. We
can see by inspection that the settling time for the 2-D square lattice must satisfy the constraint

7,(1-D) < 7,(2-D) < 27,(1-D),

where
7, (1-D) = M?5 is the settling time of 1-D edge lattice,
and

7, (2-D) is the settling time of 2-D lattice.

xp j24¢, exp J2(0¢,+ A¢,)

exp 10 ' oxp j284,

Fig. 15 — Two-dimensional CAM lattice suitable for excit-
ing a 2-D phased-array. While only three phase-shifters are
required to excite a rectangular structure of arbitrary size,
settling time increases as the square of the largest linear
dimension of the lattice. Thus, additional phase-shifters
may be required to satisfy bandwidth requirements.
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Appendix A
THE PHASE DIFFUSION EQUATION

Taking the imaginary part of Eq. (4) we obtain

sing,(r +1)=N,(7) - S,(z), (A1)
where, by definition,
S,(r) = B, sin,,,(r) + F, sin6,,(r). (A2)
Equation (A2) may be rearranged to obtain, - »
S, (r) = %(B,, +F)(sin0,,, +sin 8, ) + —;—(B,] — F)(sin8,,,~sin8,_,). (A3)

Applying some standard trigonometric identities to Eq. (A3),

$,0) = €05 5 Bpi1+0,-) 005 5 @1 =0,

{(B, + F,) tan %(o,,ﬂ +9, ) + (B, — F,) tan %(o,ﬁ1 —9,). (A9

Similarly, taking the real part of Eq. (4) we obtain |
cos 8,(r + 1) = N,(7) - C,(r), (AS)

where, by definition, : _
C,(r) = B, cos 0,,41(r) + F, cos 6, (7). (A6)
Equation (A6) can be recast as ' ' '

1
C,(1) = cos %(0,,“ +6,_)) cos 7(0,,“ —0,-1)
1 ‘N
{(B, + F,) — (B, — F,) tan -%—(9,,“ 46,y tan 7(0,,“ —-6,.D). (AT

‘ ‘Dividing Eq. (A1) by Eq. (AS5), and substituting Eqs. (A4) and (A7) for §,(7) and C, (r),

tan %-(0,,4,1 +6,.1) — ‘%‘En tan %—(0,,“ ~ 0,1

tan 8,(r + 1) = , ~ (A8)
1 1 1 ( )
1+ 'i‘ €, tan '2“(9,,+1 — 0,,_1) tan E’ 0,,+1 + 0,,_[
where
Fn - Bn
= 2| —-]. A9
“=21% g (A9)
We see immediately from Eq. (A8) that, for F, = B,,
0,(r +1) = %{o,ﬁ,(f) +0,.,(0], €, =0. (A10)
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Subtracting 6, (r) from each side of Eq. (A10),
0, +1)—0,0)]= %[0,,“(7) —-20,(z) +6,_ ()] (A11)

Equation (All) has the form of a one-dimensional heat flow equation in which the time and space
derivatives have been replaced by finite differences. We refer to Eq. (A11) as the phase diffusion equa-
tion for perfect modules, i.e., modules for which €, = 0.

More generally, further simplification of Eq. (A8) when €, # 0 requires that we assume

%‘ €, tan ‘%‘(0,,4,1 - 0”_1) << 1,. (A12)
so that , '
1 1 1 1 '
5 € tan ?(0”1 —0,_1) = tan 3 €n tan 7(0,,“ —0,_0t- (A13)

It follows from Egs. (A8), (A13), and the trigonometric equality

tan A — tan B

tan {4 — B) = 1+ tan 4 tan B’

that
6,(r+1)= %[enﬂm +0,_,(r) — ¢, tan %[em(f) - on_,(T)]l. (A14)

We refer to Eq. (A14) as the general phase diffusion equation.
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Appendix B .
EQUILIBRIUM PHASE DISTRIBUTIONS

ANALYSIS

For a given initial phase distribution, Eq. (20), and a specified step-increase in the boundafy phas-
ingatt =0 _ '
oy (0) = mod,, (0f; — 6}, (B1)

the CAM network may evolve either of two possible phase distributions (cf. Fig. 5). We presently
address the question of which of these two final phase distributions is ultimately established.

We have found by computer simulation that the parameter s in our analytically derived equili-
brium phase distribution, Eq. (19), can be determined by inspecting the phase distribution after just a
single delay time, + = 1. Only 8,,_,;, one module removed from the point of disrupted excitation, has
changed from its initial value at this time. Defining the time gradient of phasing as

a,(r) = mod,,{6,(r) — 0, — 1)}, (B2)

we find that

<7, s=0

aM_l(l) = modz,,(OM_l(l) - OM_I(O)}[> T, (B3) .

s=1

The meaning of Eq. (B3) is interpreted with the aid of Figs. Bl and B2. Assuming that the phase
distribution is given by Eq. (20) at time 7 < 0, we must determine whether 8,,_,(1) is greater or less
than 0,,.,(0). First, we note that

9,0 =06,-1), n=0,1,2,...(M-1), (B4)
and

6,1)=9,0, n=01,2,...(M-2), (BS)

since the phase disturbance initiated at (n, +) = (M, 0) propagates at the rate of one module per unit
of normalized time. Comparing Fig. Bl and Fig. 5, we see that Fig. Bl corresponds to an incipient
s = 0 phase distribution. Similarly, comparison with Fig. 5 shows that Fig. B2 corresponds to an inci-
pient.s = 1 distribution.

Setting (n, 7) = (M — 1, 0) in Eq. (4) we obtain

M1V = N (0) LMY 4 M-10] (B6)
Multiplying both sides of Eq. (B6) by exp [~,8,,_,(0)] we obtain
e M1Y = Ny (0) Fyyy [4MO 4 e AOM-10) " (B7)
where a,,_1(1) is defined by Eq. (B2) and the quantities A8, (r) are defined by
A8,(z) =6,() -0, (). (B%)
From Egs. (B4) and (B8)
AGy_1(0) =04, (1) — 0, ,(—1). (B9)
From Egs. (B9) and (20),
AB,,1(0) = Ady. (B10)
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8, (1)

f
8“=MA¢ =

i
8, = MA¢°

oly

Fig. Bl — Incipient § = 0 equilibrium phase distribution. Circle (O) denotes
value at 7 = 0. Cross (x) denotes value at + = 1. Triangle (A) denotes
values that are the same at7 = Oand r = 1.

8, (1)

9"‘ =MA¢°

(MAg -27)

Fig. B2 — Incipient S = 1 equilibrium phase distribution.
Symbols O, X, and A as in Fig. Bl.

Similarly, we can show from Eqgs. (5b), (B4), (B8), and (20) that

A8, (0) = Ady + M(Ad — Ady). (B11)
From Egs. (B1) and (5b) _ .
a3 (0) = mody, (0f; — 8}) = M(Ad — Adsy). | (B12)
Substituting Eqs. (B10) and (B11) into Eq. (B7), and making use also of Eq. (B12), we obtain
e M=10 2 Ny (0) Fyyy [0 MO 4 =720, (B13)

Equation (B13) is given a phasor diagram representation in Fig. B3, for positive coupling (FM__l > 0).

We see from Fig. B3 that ap,_, (1) < 7 so long as
0 < ay(0) < (m— 2A¢)). (B14)

In interpreting Eq. (B14) we recall that a,,(0) is the change in edge phasing imposed by the phase-
shifter, as given by Eq. (B12). If we do not increase the edge phasing by too large an amount, Eq.
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Fig. B3 — Phasor diagram derived from Eq. (B13), assuming F > 0. The
S = 0 phase distribution (cf. Fig. 5) evolves when angle ay_ (1) < =,
ie., for 0 < ay(0) < (m — 2A¢y).

(B14) will be satisfied and the s = 0 phase distribution will evolve after a period of time (cf. Fig. 5).
However, if the edge phasing is increased to such an extent that Eq. (B14) is not satisfied, we find
instead that the s = 1 phase distribution will ultimately evolve.

Figure B3 and the conclusions derived from it pertain to positive coupling (F > 0). The
corresponding phasor diagram for negative coupling (F < 0), also derived from Eq. (B13), is shown in
Fig. B4.

In general, the equilibrium phase distribution can be predicted from Eq. (19) and the following
set of rules for assigning a value to the parameter s.

For positively coupled modules (F> 0; 0 € A¢y < 7/2),
{0, 0 < ap(0) < (m — 2A¢0)
s

1, otherwise. (B15)
For negative coupling (F< 0; w/2 < A¢y < 7),
0, 0< ay(0) < Gr — 2A¢)
$= [1 , otherwise. (B16)

Fig. B4 — Phasor diagram derived from Eq. (B13), assuming F < 0.
Note that A¢y > 90°. The S = 0 phase distribution (cf. Fig. 5)
evolves when a (1) < 7, ie., for 0 < a(0) < (3w — 2A¢).
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PHASING UP (s = 0 Phase Distributions)

By "phasing up" we mean the process of modifying the edge phasing to achieve a new equilibrium
phase gradient that is larger than the initial gradient, A8, > A¢q. Inspection of Fig. 5 shows that phas-
ing up corresponds to the establishment of an s = 0 phase distribution.

From Egs. (19), (21), and (23) (assuming F > 0),

A6, = Adg + [y, (0)/M], : {B17a)

subject to the requirement that

where Ay is the initial phase gradient, A8, is the new phase gradient, and a;(0) is the step-change in
edge phasing. According to Eq. (B17), the new phase gradient is proportional to the step-change in
edge phasing, a,(0), so long as a,,(0) is not too large. While Eq. (B17) is applicable only. to positively.
coupled lattices (F > 0), an analogous formulation is readily derived for F < 0. The upper limit on
A8, established by Eq. (B17) is

A6, < [Ady + (7 — 2A¢0)/ M. - (B18)

For example, we assume that ‘ .
(Agy, M) = (60°, 9), (B19)

i.e., that we have an 8-module feed initially phased to 60° per module. If we step-increase the edge
- phasing by just less than the upper limit indicated in Eq. (B17b), say,

a(0) =0.99(r — 2A¢0) =59.4° (B20)
the lattice will eventually settle into a new phase distribution
A9, =60°+ (59.499) = 66.6°, (B21)

just less than the upper limit established by Eq. (B18), A9, < 66.67°. If we attempt to increasé AO,;
above 66.67° by step-increasing 0,, by an amount a,;(0) > (7 — 2A¢y), the phase gradient decreases
rather than increases, as discussed below.

PHASING DOWN (s = 1 Phase Distributions)

By "phasing down" we mean the process of modifying the edge phase 8,, to achieve a new equili-
brium phase gradient that is smaller than the initial gradient, A8, < A¢,. Phasing down corresponds to
the evolution of an s = 1 phase distribution (cf. Fig. 5). '

From Egs. (19), (21), and (23) (assuming again thét F>0),

A9, = Adg — 27 — ay (0))/ M, (B22a)
subject to the requirement that
(m — 2A¢y) < qM(O) < 2w, (B22b)

where Ay, A8,, and a,,(0) are defined as in Eq. (B17). The lower limit on A@, established by
Eq. (B22) is

A8, > [Ado— (m + 2Ade)/ M. (B23)

23
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For example we assume (A¢y, M) = (60°, 9), as in Eq. (B19), and that the edge phasmg is
step-increased by

o (0) = 1.01 (m — 2A¢y) = 60.6° (B24)

We find from Eqgs. (B19), (B22a), and (B24) that the lattice eventually establishes a uniform phase gra-
dient

= 60°+ (60.6°— 3609/9 = 26.73°, : (B25)

just greater than the lower limit obtained from Eq. (B23), A9, > 26.67°.
We have seen that step-increasing the edge phase 8, by 59.4° increases the phase gradient from
60° per module to 66.6° per module (cf. Eqs. (B19), (B20), and (B21)). A slightly larger edge phase

increase of 60.6° decreases the phase gradient from 60° per module to 27° per module (Egs. (B24) and
(B25)). '

PHASING LIMITS AND MULTISTEP PHASING PROCESSES

Starting from an initial phase gradient of A¢, per module, it follows from Eqs. (B18) and (B23)
that there is no step-change in edge phase 8, that will develop a phase gradient outside the range

[Ado — (7 + 2Ado)/ M1'< A9, < [Adg + (m — 2A¢0)/ M. (B26)
Assuming for example that (A¢,, M) = (60°, 9) we obtain
26.67° < Af, < 66.67° (B27)

This apparent limitation on the range of Ad, is actually readily overcome. A multistep process can be
used to sweep the phase gradient outside the range indicated by Eq. (B26).

Considering the phasing up process, for example, we generalize Eq. (B17) as follows:

Ao'giﬂ) = Ag'gi) + [algrl)/M]‘ (B28a)
subject to the requirement that A
0< afftV < [r —24000], (B28b)
where
A0 = Ag,, (B28c)

and where Ao,f"), i=1,2, ..., is the equilibrium phase gradient that evolves after the ith step-
increase in edge phasing, o (’)

Continuing our previous example, we find from Eqgs. (B28), (B19), (B20), and (BZI) that
ajf = 59.4
20D = 66, 6“] (B29)

A new phase gradient AO,EZ) > Ae,f” mdy be established by initiating another step-increase in edge
phasing, so long as we observe the constraint imposed by Eq. (B28b). Choosing, for example,

afP = 0.99[r — 240{] = 46.33°, , (B30)
we establish a new equilibrium phase gradient
A9 = 66.6°+ (46.33%9) = 71.75°, (B31)

once the transient has decayed. The process may be continued, and ever-increasing phase gradients
thereby achieved.
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We obtain the multistep prescription for phasing down by generalizing Eq. (B22),
A = A9 — 27 — a iV M, (B32a)
subject to the requirement that
[m — 28001 < @iV < 2m, (B32b)
where A9 () and a (" are defined as in Eq. (B28).

The maximum increase in the phase gradient when phasing ub is computed from Eq. (B28) as

[A0G+) — A0 < [ — 2009V M. (B33)
The maximum decrease in the phase gradient when phasing down is obtained from Eq. (B32) as
(A0 — A9StD] < [m + 240 PY/M. (B34)

Comparing Egs. (B33) and (B34) we see that phasing down the lattice generally requires fewer
steps than phasing up. Considering our previous example, Eq. (B19), we see that the lattice can be
phased down (60° — 26.7°) = 33.3° in a single step. By contrast, a single step-change in the edge phas-
ing can phase up the gradient by no more than (66.6° — 60°) = 6.6°.

An important conclusion derivable directly from Eq. (B33) is that as A8” approaches 90° per
module, [A8(*" — A9{"] approaches zero, and no further increases in the phase gradient are
achievable. Thus, phase gradients 90° < Af, < 180° are unattainable for positively coupled lattices.

Our discussion following from Eq. (B17) pertains only to positively coupled lattices, F>0 A
parallel formulation for F < 0 shows that '

® phase gradients 0° < A@, < 90° are unattainable with negatively coupled lattices, and

® negatively coupled lattices can be phased up over the range 90° < A4, < 180° much more rapidly
than they can be phased down. '
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. Appendix C
TRANSIENT ANALYSIS

In this appendix we derive an exact solution to the equation

0,6+ 1D = 219,16 +6,., 0], )
subjéct to the inviitial conditions
_ 0,(r)=nAdy, n=1,2, ..M, 7<0, (C2)
and boundary conditions '
9p(r) =0
01 () = MG, ()] 7> O €3
Also, the equilibrium solution of Eq. (C1) in the limit of infinite time is given by
' 9,(c0) = nAg,(e0), (c4)

where A8, () is a constant independent of n.

We'begin our solution of Eq. (C1) by transforming to a new phase variable s, (), subtracting the
known equilibrium value 8,(c0) from 8,(r), ‘

Y,(7) =6,(z) —0,(0) =0,(z) — nAg,(c0). (cs)
Thus, ¥, () represents just the transient part of 8,(z),
lim ¢,(r) =0. (C6)
Applying Eq. (C5) to Eq. (C1) we obtain an identical difference equation for ¢ ,(7),
Pale + 1) = T @) + 9 ). ©n
The new boundary and initial conditions are obtained from Egs. (C2), (C3), and (C5) as
Po(r) =Yy (z) =0, (C8)
and .
Uno = ¥,(0) = nlAgpy— A0,(0)], n=1,2, ... (M—1). (c9)

The point of our variable transformation, Eq. (C5), is to provide us with homogeneous boundary con-
ditions, Eq. (C8), after which the initial value problem becomes solvable by separation of variables.

We look for solutions to Eq. (C7) of the form
¢,(r) = Z,f(7). (C10)
Substituting Eq. (C10) into Eq. (C7) we obtain

Z,flr+1) = %(z,,+l +Z,_)fG).

Thus,
fl+ DIfG) = (Zyor + Z,_)]22Z, = \, (€11)
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where the parameter A is dependent on neither 7 nor n. From Eq. (CI11)

f@+1)=xrx70G). (C12)
Equation (C12) is solved either by inspection or by standard difference equation methods to obtain
f@) = fON, ' (C13)

where f(0) is an undetermined constant.

Equation (C11) also provides us with an algebraic eigenvalue equation for Z,,,
(Z”+|+Z 1)=AZ”, n=1, 2, (M“].), (C14)
where, from Eqgs. (C8) and (ClO),
Zy=2Zy=0. (C15)

As may be verified by substitution, the eigenvalues A, and corresponding eigenvectors Z,,(k) of Eq.
(C14) are

Ay = cos (km/M), (C16)
and ) V2 o
2K = 2/ M)V? sin (wkn/M), ()]
for k =1, . (M - 1). Eigenvectors (C17) satisfy the orthogonality condition
2 20z =8, = [5 k= €18

The general solution of Eq. (C7) is obtained from Eqgs. (C10) and (C13) as

M-1 )
g,(r) = 2 A, ZR £, : (C19)

where the constants A4, must be determined from the initial conditions. We set 7 = 0 in Eq. (C19),
multiply by Z,,(”, and sum over index » to obtain

M-1 M-1 [M-1
Y v, 0Zz0 =3 Ak[ ) z,,“f)z,,(“]. (C20)
n=1 k=1 n=1
Thus, from Egs. (C18) and (C20),
=% 4o z». «21)

n=1

Substituting Eq. (C9) for ¢ ,0 and Eq. (C17) for Z* into Eq. (C21) we obtain

Ac= Q/M)'180,(0) — Aggl 'S sin G kn/M). €22)

n=1

The summation in Eq. (C22) can be performed analytically, with the result

= (M/2)V2[A8,,(0) — Aol (—1)*cot(m k/2M). (C23)
From Egs. (C19), (C23), (C16), and (C17), ‘
¥, = le,,(k)(‘l') (C24)
where
B (1) = [A9,(0) — Agol (=D*co [ ]sn["k”” [’”’]] (C25)
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Since

cos | X[ = = cos M — k)
M M

we see from Eq. (C25) that ¢ %) (z) has the same time dependence as ¢ M=% (7). This suggests writing
Eq. (C24) in the form
M2

]
5@ =5 BOE + M), (C26)

k=1
where [M/2] is the integer part of M/2,

(M/2) , M even

LM/2) = | (=172, M odd. €2n

We can show from Egs. (C25) and (C26) that ,

(M/2] ; :
- o) — _ )| sin (nkm/M) r
P, (7) = 2[A6,(c0) — Agy] k; =D [ sin o/ ) ][cos (kw/M)]T+-, (C28)
where

= %[1 + (=1)ntM], (C29)

Equation (C28) is the exact solution of Eq. (C1), subject to Egs. (C2) and (C3), the initial conditions
and boundary conditions, respectively.
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Appendix D
UNEQUAL FORWARD AND BACKWARD COUPLING

FORMULATION

The equilibrium phase distribution of the CAM network is the solution of Eq. (13),
A, = A8, + €, tan — (Ao,,+l + A9,), - (DD

where

F,,—

€ =2 F+B

<1l , o (D2)

We now define a quantity A¢, that measures the degree to which the actual phase gradient A8, departs
from the ideal, i.e., . _

Ad, = A8, — A6D. (D3)
From Egs. (D1) and (D3) '

A¢"+1 = A‘bn + €, tan-

A6 + % Ad, + A¢,,)I,' : - (D4)

where, from Eq. (19), |
A0 =Ad — sQu/M), n=1,2, ... M (DS)

If the CAM network is to be useful for exéiting a phased array antenna, it must be true that

5 By +Ad,) << A0, ' (D6)
from which we can show that |
tan |A0? + % (Ad, .1 + Ad,)| = tan ABY + — (A¢,,+1 + Ad,) sec? A0° DD
From Egs. (D4) and (D7), \ |
A, =Ad, +¢, ta‘n A80 + -;— €,(Ad,+1 + Ad,) sec? AdD. (D8)

Since development of an exact closed form solution to Eq. (D8) appears quite difficult, we pro-
pose an iterative solution,

Ap D = Ag Si*D + ¢, tan AQY + e (A¢,§Q1 + AgP) sec? AGD. (D9)
In the limit of fabricationally perfect modules,
lim Ag, = A60. (D10)
The zero-order iterate Ag ¥ is thus obtained from Egs. (D3) and (D10)

A¢p® = 0. (D1D)
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The first-order iterate follows from Egs. (D9) and (D11),
Ad Y = Ad Y + €, tan ABD. (D12)
We simplify notation by dropping the superscript on A¢,§” and by setting s = 0 in Eq. (D5) to obtain

Ad,i1 = Ad, + €, tan Ad. (D13)
The solution of Eq. (D13) is
, " _
A¢, =K —tanA¢p Y€, n=12 ... M, (D14)
pe=n ’ '

as may be verified by back substitution into Eq (D13). The constant Kin Eq. (D14) is mdependent of
the module index n. .

Since the values of 8y and 8,, are imposed by the phase control element (cf. Fig: 2), they are
mdependent of whether the modules are fabncatlonally perfect or imperfect; thus,

8= 08
Defining ‘ .
' 6, =0,—09 ‘ (D16)
boundary condmons on ¢,, are obtained from Eqs (D15) and (D16), .
We impose these boundary conditions on Eq. (D14) to determine the value of K. '
Toward determining the proper value 6f K we note that
M M . _ .
Y Ad, =3 (b, —d,-1) = @y — ¢ =0, ' (D18)
ne=1 n=1
where the final equality in Eq. (D18) follows from Egq. (D17). However, from Eq (D14)
M M
2 A¢,, MK — tan A¢ ¥ ¥ e, _ (D19)
. n=1 . n=1 p=n .
Thus, from Egs. (D18) and (D19)
1 M M :
= ’=21 ,Ere tan Ac. (D20)

Substituting Eq. (D20) into Eq. (D14) we obtain the general first-order approximate solution of
Eq. (D3),

1 M M M '
ﬁzz%—z% tan Ap, n=1, 2, ... M. (D21)
r=1 p=r p=n

We obtain the solution for ¢, by noting that, analogous to Eq. (D18),

S A, = b, —d) =bp n=1,2, ... M (D22
r=1
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From Egs. (D21) and (D22)

n M M n M
¢=|7 L XLe— Y e tandd, n=1,2, ... M. (D23)
M=o r=1 p=r

Equation (D23) correctly reproduces the boundary condition at n = M, namely ¢, = 0. However, we
should not be worried that the boundary condition at n = 0 is not reproduced since Eq. (D22) (from
which Eq. (D23) was derived) is not valid for n = 0.

Finally, we should not be concerned that the quantity €, appearing in some of the above equa-
tions is not strictly defined, since terms in €, identically cancel from our final results, Egs. (D21) and
(D23). Thus, Egs. ‘(D21) and (D22) can each be written in a form in which €, does not appear:

1 M—lM—
R § E‘,E —E:,E"]tanw cn=1,2, ... (M=1)
> LI5S ofumas n=M
n M-1 M~1 n M-1
{}7 z ,,;,e"_z-‘;,;,‘”}‘a“'“’ L n=1,2 ... (M=1
® = |0 ,n=M.

The latter two equations evaluate identically to Eqs. (D21) and (D23), respectwely We generally
prefer to work with Egs. (D21) and (D23) for obvious reasons.

CONSTANT COUPLING RATIO
We presently assume that
€,=¢€,n=12 ... (M-1), (D24)

i.e., we assume that all modules in the CAM network are identical, even though they are imperfect.

(We recall that, by definition, a perfect module is one for which F, = B,, ie., €, = 0, n =
1,2 ....M-1)) '

It follows from Eq. (D24) that the summations appearing in Eq. (D21) are readily evaluated,

| M M M+ 1
M ;:- ; A )
M
Ye,=(M—n+le (D25)
p=n | R
Substituting Eq. (D25) into Eq. (D21),
A, =ApV =€a,, n=1,2, ... M, (D26)
where
a, = [n - (M + 1)/2] tan A¢. (D27)

We see from Eq. (D26) that the error in the intermodule phasing is minimum at the array center and
maximum at its edges.

In Fig. 11 we compare values predicted by Eq. (D26) with a computer solution of Eq. (4), for the
parameter values
(e, Ap, M) = (1072, 65°, 9). (D28)
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We recall that Eq. (D26) is a first-order approximation. Later in this appendix we calculate a
second-order approximation that greatly reduces the discrepancy between the numerical and analytical
calculations evidenced in Fig. 11.

TAPERED COUPLING RATIO

Perhaps the simplest type of nonuniform network is the linear taper, for which
e,=ne, n=12, ... (M-1). - (D29)
From Egs. (D29) and (D13),

Ad i1 = Ad, + ne; tan A, (D30)

It can be shown that the summations appearing in Eq. (D21) evaluate as follows,

[6'] MM + 1) — aln = D], (D31)
p=n
and
1 M M .
N7 2 2‘1’ = (e,/6) M+ 1) QM + l). (D32)
r=| p=r

From Egs. (D21), (D31), and (D32),
Ad,=eb, n=1,2, ... M (D33)

where
b, = [%] Baln - 1) — (M>— 1] tan A¢. (D34)

To obtain A¢, in degrees Eq. (D33) (like Eq. (D26)) must be multiplied by (180/).

We note that the value of n for which Eq. (D33) is equal to zero may be approximated as
ng =05+ 0577 M, Ad),,o = (. (D35)

In Fig. D1 we compare values predicted by Eq (D33) wnth a computer solution of Eq. (4), for the
parameter values

(e, Ag, M) = (0.0025, 65° 9).

The predictions of the approximate analytic solution, Eq. (D33), appear quite close to the exact numer-
ical solution. .

CONSTANT COUPLING RATIO: SECOND-ORDER APPROXIMATION
From Egs. (D9) and (D24) we obtain
Ap D =Ap@ + € tan AB? + = e(Aqsniz1 + Ag V) sec? AGY, (D36)
where A¢ (), is the first-order approximation given by Eq. (D26). From Egs. (D26) and (D27)

tan A¢. (D37)

%(AML’! +Ap V) =€ [n —~ %
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Fig. D1 — Equilibrium phase error for an 8-module feed with a linearly
tapered imperfection. Parameter values assumed are (e, Ad, M) =
(0.0025, 65°, 9). Solid curve obtained by numerical solution of Eq. (4):
dashed curve obtained by first-order approximation, Eq. (D33). Quantity
A¢, is defined only at integral values of n.

Substituting Eq. (D37) into Eq. (D36),

Ad .1 = Ad, + € tan A + €2

where we simplify notation by dropping the superscript from Aqﬁ,f” and by substituting A¢ for A9?
(i.e., setting s = 0 in Eq. (D5)). Equation (D38) may be written as

Ad,. = Ad, + E tan Ad + nE, tan A, (D39)

where, by definition,

E= e[l - %EM sec? A¢]

E = €?sec? A¢. (D40)

The solution of Eq. (D39) may be written by superposing the solutions of Eqs (D13). and (D30)
Thus, from Egs. (D26) and (D33),

A¢, = A¢p D = Ea, + E\b,, - (D41)

where a, and b, are given by Egs. (D27) and (D34), respectively. We can show from Egs. (D41) and
(D26) that

x

(462 — Ag V] = -%-{[n — (M + 1)/21 — (M2 — 1)/12)€? sec? A tan Ao (D42)

As shown in Fig. 11, the second-order approximation brings our analytical results much closer to the
exact numerical solution of Eq. (4).

RANDOM COUPLING

Rather than take €, as a known function of n (e.g., Egs. (D24) and (D29)), we now assume that
the coupling coefficients F, and B, are independent, identically distributed, random variables. The
quantity €, is thus also a random variable as a consequence of Eq. (D2).

33
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We denote the mean value and variance of a random variable X as u, and o 2, respectively. Thus,
by assumption, uy = g and oy = o g, while u, and o are independent of the module index n,

pe=Ele,), n=1,2,...(M-1) :
ol=E{le,—udY, n=1,2, ...(M—1). ' (D43)
The statistical expectation operator is denoted as E[-] in Eq. (D43).

Since a simple relationship exists between ¢,, F,, and B,, Eq. (D2), we might expect simple rela-
tionships to exist between their mean values and variances. These relationships are derived as Egs.
(E11) to (E15). .

To simplify our notation we define

n, = E(As,),
P2 = E{A¢], ' (D44)
or ={@¢, —u) = (P} - pd).

An expression for u,, the mean phase error, is obtained by applying the expectation operator to Eq.
(D21). Since the expectation operator commutes with the summation operations we find

1 M M M
Bn=127 Y Y me— X mef tan Ad. (D45)
r=1 p=r p=n

Since fhe random variables €, are identically distributed, their mean values u, are all identical (Eq.
(D43)). Thus, Eq. (D45) evaluates precisely as for the constant coupling ratio problem, Eq. (D24).
As a simple adaptation of Eq. (D26) we find that

pp=peln—(M+1D/2tand¢, n=1,2 ... (M—1. (D46)
From Eqgs. (D46) and (E14) v o .
wo=107%42[n — (M + 1)/2] tan A¢, | (D47)

where A is the percentage fabricational accuracy, as defined by Eq. (E13).

For example, assuming that

(4, M, A¢) = (1%, 9, 459), (D48)
we find the maximum expected phase error is just
max p, = py = 4 x 107* (rad) = 0.023°, _ (D49)
Thus the mean phase increment is very nearly a constant,
E{A0,) =un, + Ad = Ad. ‘ (D50)
From Eq. (D50) '
| E(6,} = nAs. | | (D51)

It is of interest to determine the extent to which we may expect the phase distribution A@, to
deviate from its mean, Eq. (D50). For this purpose we need to evaluate the second-order statistic
E[A02] — E[A#,)% First, we note that

E{A02} = E{A¢2} = P2, (D52)
as a consequence of the fact that
A8, = Ad, + Ad. . (D83)
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We recall that A¢ in Eq. (D53) is deterministic and is determined by the boundary condition, Eq. (5);
i.e., A¢ is determined by the phase control element in Fig. 2.
From Eq. (D21),
P?=tan’ Ad - p,, (D54)
where
1 M M M o
n=E{ X Ye,— e, Zzek Zek . (D55)
M r=1 p=r p=n M 1 k=s =n

Four terms are obtained when the multiplication inside the expectation operator in Eq. (D55) is per-
formed. Commuting the expectation operator with the summations, we find from Eq. (D55) that

Pyn = L+ Rn - Mn - En: (D56)
where s :
1 M MMM -
L=—%Y3¥T Y Efe, €.}, : (DST)
M: r=1 s=1 p=r k=s ‘
MM , - S '
R,= 3 T Eleye,l, (D58)
p=n k=n T . .
1] M M M
M, = — F 1Y Y Eleelt, : (D59)
M s=1 {p=n k=5 )
and :
1 MIM M
E, = 5, T 1Y Y Eleyelt. ‘ (D60)
r=1 \p=r k=n

Following our assumption that (F,, B,) are statistically independent of (F,,, B ), for n # m, we find
that

0'3, p=k
E[GJGk] pk 0, p¢ k. (D61)
With the definition ‘ _
M M ' ‘
vEo 2 2 8k A (D62)
it follows that Eqs. (D57) to (D60) may be written as
M M
L=— z Y S _ (D63)
r=l s=1 . o
Ry = Sun) (D64)
1 M ' . .
M, = 21 s _ (D65)
and
E-L s (D66)
n = ﬁ ,=21 m:

It follows from Eq. (D62) that S,, = S,,. Thus, from Egs. (D65) and (D66), we see that M, = E,.
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It can be shown from Eq. (D62) that
S,y =c2l(M + 1) — max(y, v)], (D67)

where max (u, v) denotes the larger of v and v,

u, u>v
max(u, v) = v, v>u (D68)
It can be shown from Eqs (D63) to (D67) that
L=c?- %M“(M+ DEM + D), (D69)
R,=a2(M +1—n), | » (D70)
and o
M, =E =gl % M“[M(M +1) = n(n = DI. (D71)
Collecting terms, it follows from Egs. (D54), (D56), (D69), (D70), and (D71), that
P2=E[(A¢,)Y] = (c2tan? A®)(1 + M) % {M + % —n+n*(M+ 17! (D72)
We complete the square on n in Eq. (D72), to obtain
1/2 ,
P, = o, tan Ad %2 MA-MYH+M'n- M+ 1)/212} . (D73)

Equation (D73) blearly displays the expected symmetry about n = (M + 1)/2.
From Egs. (D73) and (ElS) and multiplying by (180/#%), we obtain

1
Pe=1337 1.234

Multiplying Eq. (D47) by (180/#),

12
A tan Ap{— M(l MY+ MMn - M+ 1)/2]21 degrees.  (D74)

oy = T% A? tan Agln — (M + 1)/2], degrees. (D75)
Froms Egs. (D44), (D74), and (D75)
= (P}~ pul) = P}, (D76)
so long as
M 42 << 2 x 10%. | oM
ASsufning that Eq. (D77) is valid, and also that
M7 << 1, (D78)
we find from Eqgs. (D74), (D76), (D77), and (D78) that
| = (E[(Ap,)Y ~ [E(Ag )13V (D79

o, =0234 4 tan Ap M1 + 12M2[n — (M + 1)/213}V2, degrees, n=1, 2, ... M. (D80)

We recall that 4 in Eq. (D80) is the percentage fabricational accuracy, defined by Eq. (E13); (M — 1)
is the number of modules; MA¢ is the phase shift established by the phase control element in Fig. 2; n
is the module index; o, is the root-mean-square (RMS) deviation of A8, = 0, — 6,_; from its desired
value, A9, = A¢.
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It follows from Eq. (D80) that the RMS phase error is minimum at the center of the array and
maximum at its edges. From Eq. (D80)

mjn o, =0.234 4 tan Ap - M2, degrees, (D81)
while
max o, = 201 - Q.75M")(m”in o,), degrees. (D82)
For the example of Eq. (D48) we find for the minimum and maximum RMS phase errors,
min o, = o5 = 0.70° (D83)
and

max o, =o,=0o9= 1.29° (D84)
” .
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Appendix E
RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN COUPLING STATISTICS
AND POWER SPLITTER ACCURACY

Our objective in this appendix is to derive expressions for the mean and variance of ¢,

Fn_Bn
F, + B,

= ﬁ—— 1, (E1)

€, =2 3
n

in terms of the mean and variance of the power split coefficients F, and B,.

As a matter of notation, the expectation operator is denoted as E[-].. The mean and variance of
random variable X are denoted as u, and o2, respectively. We assume that random variables F, and
B, are independent and identically distributed. Thus

MEp=HMKp
(E2)

O = 0pg,
for all values of n.

Our results are obtained as a special case of a theorem appearing on p. 141 of Ref. E1. We state
the general form of the theorem first.

If the random variable Z is a function of the two random variables F and B,

Z=H, B, ®

the mean and variance of Z may be approximated by the following:
pe= HGup, pp) + o [@FH) 0} + @O3H) o} (E4)
o= @H)c}+ @zH)? o} - (ES)

The partial derivatives 9 = a—aF—, etc., in Eqs. (E4) and (ES) are evaluated at (F, B) = (up, up).

For the special case

Z=F- B, (E6)
and making use of Eq. (E2), we find from Eqgs. (E4) and (ES) that ,
p, =1+ (op/up)? (ET)
and
o= 20p/up)? (E8)
However, from Egs. (E1) and (E6) /
pe=p,— 1, (E9)
and
cl=ocl (E10)
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From Egs. (E7) through (E10),

pe = (og/unp)? (E11)
and
o =2 (o/up). (E12)
If we define the fabricational accuracy A as
A = 100 (o g/pr) (percent), : (E13)
Egs. (E11) and (E12) become
pe = 1074 42, (E14)
and
o =+/2x10724. (E15)

For fabricational accuracies 4 = 1%, we see from Eqgs. (E14) and (E15) that o, is about two orders of
magnitude larger than u.. Thus, we are often able to ignore u, regarding e as a zero-mean random
variable.

0'3, p=k

E[€p€k1=0-628p,k= 0 p¢ k (D61)
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Appendix F
MODULES WITH SELF-COUPLING

We can show that the transient phase disiribution of modules with self-coupling, Fig. 12, evolves
according to the equation '
ej0n(1'+l) — N”(T) [ejo,,(f) + Bej0”+1(‘r) + Fejon_l(T)], (Fl)
analogous to Eq. (4). We simplify the analysis in the remainder of this appendix by assuming equal
forward- and backward-coupling,

" F=B. (F2)
_ With the definitions |
Ab,(r)=0,7)—0, (), (F3)
N = N,(7), . (F4)
a=0,G+1)—0,0), (F5)
A= 2180,,,() +46,0)], (F6)
§ = 2140, () — 46,0, (F7)
Eq. (F1) may be written as
e/ = N(1 + 2Fe’ cos 4). (F8)
Taking the real and imaginary parts of Eq. (F8) we obtain
sin @ = 2NF cos A sin S, (F9)
and
cosa = N(1 + 2F cos 4 cos S). (F10)
Dividing Eq. (F9) by Eq. (F10),
tan a = 2F cos 4 sin S. (F11)

1+ 2Fcos A cos S

Inspection of numerous numerical solutions of Eq. (F1) shows that the spatial/temporal develop-
ment of the phase distribution proceeds gradually after an initial short period of rapid changes. Thus,

lel =10, +1)—0,0)| << 1, 7>>1, (F12)
and
S| = %IA@,,H(T) a0, << 1, 7>> L (F13)
From Egs. (F12) and (F5),
tana =a=0,(r +1) —0,(z). (F14)
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From Egs. (F13) and (F7),

Sin S = § = 2 186, () — 40,()], (F15)
and
cos § = 1. (F16)
From Egs. (F13) and (F6),
A= %[aom(f) +A6,(0)] = A9, (7). | (F17)

Substituting Eqs. (F14) through (F17) into Eq. (F11) we obtain

F cos A9,
1+ 2F cos AG,, |

9, +1)—-0,0)] = [A0,4,(x) — A0, (D)]. (F18)

Using our definition for A9,(r), Eq. (F3), Eq. (F18) may be written as

0, +1)—-0,)]= -;—C,,(T)[O,,H(T) —-20,(#) + 6, ()], (F19)
where '
-1
C,(r)=|1+ % F!sec Ao,,'(r)] . (F20)

Equation (F19) has the form of a 1-D heat flow equation in which the time and space derivatives have

been replaced by finite differences. However, the solution of Eq. (F19) is complicated by the fact that

the "diffusivity" C,(z) is a function both of space and of time. Further simplification is achieved by
remembering that when 7 >> 1 the quantities A9, (r) approach their equilibrium values,
lim A9,(7) = Ad, : . (F21)

T

where we simplify notation by setting s = 0 in Eq. (19). From Egs. (F19), (F20), and (F21)
9,(r+1)= —%—C[O,,H('r) +0, ()] + (1~ 08, (F22)

where
-1

1+L F!sec A (F23)

2

C=

In the limit F — oo we see that C — 1, and Eq. (F22) reduces as ekpected to Eq. (A10).. More gen-
erally, we solve Eq. (F22) by the same separation-of-variables method we previously used to solve Eq.
(A10), with the result

M-1 ' :
$,(0) =Y 4ZFuf, (F24)
k=1
where ‘
pr=Cr + (1 =0) o (F25)

and where §,, A, and Z% are given by Egs. (C5), (C16), and (C17). Again, from Egs. (F23) and
(F25)

}lm MKy = Ak, (F26)

and Eq. (F24) reduces to our previous result, Eq. (C19).
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Assuming that the initial phase distribution is given by Eq. (C2) (cf. also Fig. 5) the expansion
coefficients 4, in Eq. (F24) are once again given by Eq. (C23). Analogous to Egs. (C24) and (C25) we
now obtain

M-1
¥,) =Y ), (F27)
where k=1

_ ) ‘7Tk ! '

1 — 2C sin [_—ZM” . (F28)
Equation (F27) is the exact solution of the phase-diffusion equation, Eq. (F22). However, Eq. (F22) is
itself only an approximation to Eq. (F1), valid in the limit + >> 1. Thus, even if all (M — 1) terms

are kept in our expansion for ¥,(7), Eq. (F27) the result is stlll just an approximation. By contrast,
Eq. (C24) provides the exact solution to Eq. (C1).

¥ (1) = [40,(c0) — Aol (=1)* cot [2M] [”k”

Another distinction between Egs. (F27) and (C24) is in the eigenvalue spectrum that determines
the time-dependence of the space/time modes, ¢, k)(T) Previously, we found that the k-mode was
degenerate with the (M — k)-mode, i.e., that

Consequently, it was necessary to retain the highly oscillatory (M — 1)-mode in developing an approxi-
mation to Eq. (C24). However, we now find that self-coupling has broken the degeneracy,

Il > lepr—il, (F30)

and that we need retain only the slowly varying k = 1 term in developing an approximation to Eq.
(F27). Assuming that (/M) << 1,

8,() = 0,(0) — 2M/m) (48, (=) ~ Aol sin (nm/M)e™™, (F31)

analogous to Eq. (33). However, we now have a different value for the settling time,

I, =7,

1+ % F!sec A¢], (F32)

where 7, = M?/5 is the settling time for modules without self-couplihg, Eq. (34). In general, when F
> 0, stable equilibrium phase distributions must have 0 € A¢ < #/2; when F < 0, we have 7/2 <
A¢ < 7. It then follows from Eq. (F32) that

I, 27, (F33)

always; i.e., modules without self-coupling settle faster than modules with self-coupling.

Instead of Eq. (35) we now obtain ‘
AD,(r) = AB, () — 2 [A0,(c0) — Ad] cos (nmr/M) & ™™, (F34)

where T, is once again given by Eq. (F32). Comparing the n-dependence of Eqs. (35) and (F34) we
see that Eq. (F34) is missing the highly oscillatory factor u that represents the contribution of y (M~
to Eq. (35). '

We have compared the one-mode approximation, Eq. (F34), with some exact computer solutions
to Eq. (F1). In performing these calculations we assume that

(M, Ay, ay(0) = (9, 60° 459 N (F35)

as for Eq. (36) and Fig. 8. Figure F1 presents a comparison between the analytic and numerically
derived phase distributions as a function of the module index n for two particular values of time
(r = 70 and 7 = 100).
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| A8 (T) =70

65°

Fig. F1 — Phase distribution for a self-coupled 8-module feed at
two values of time (r = 70 and = = 100). Assumed parameter
values are (M, Adg, a,,(0), F) = (9, 60°, 45°, 1). Phase values
connected by solid lines obtained by numerical sotution of Eq.
(F1); values connected by -dashed lines obtained by one-mode
approximation, Eq. (F34). In the infinite-time limit a uniform
phase gradient is established, A9, (o) = A¢ = 65°.

6a°l— ‘

Compared with Fig. 8 we note from Fig. F1 that the phase distribution for self-coupled modules
evolves much more slowly with time and is spatially smoother than the phase distribution of modules
that lack self-coupling.
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